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I. Real Party m Interest 

The real party m interest in this appeal is QUALCDMM incorporated, 5775 
Morehouse Drive, Sm Diego, Caiifomis, 92121. 

E £lMg.^...A p. i>ieab atid liiterferenges 

1 0 the best oi" Appeiiants' knowledge, rhere are no other previous or pending appeals 
of this Application, or patent interference proceedings, or judicial proceedings which may be 
related to, directly affect, or be directly affected by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision 
of ffis Appeal. 

Claims 1-31 aiid 37-43 are on Appeal, with claims 1 , 7, : 14, 19, 25, 32 md 37-41 
bemg independent. 

L Claims caJiceOed; rione. 

2. Ckims withdrawn &om coMideration but not excelled: 32-36 

3. Cisims pehdiag: 1-31 arid |7-43 

4. eiaims allowed: isone 

5. Claim rejectedrl-31 and ^^^^ 

Bach of claims 1, 7, 14, 19, 25, 32 and 37-41 were amended in the May 7, 2009 

Asrseruirnent re.spoMsive. The above-noted Amendments were considered by die E.xaminer in 
the Jiuy 23, 2009 Final Oifice .Action. No additional .A^mendments were added in the response 
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filed by the Appellaats 015 Octobei 27, 2009 Accord^ndv. there arc no 



Indopcnder/ ciru- I ss L^.Ttcted to a method of commtmicaUon?. ^nrluJujL i lo. at^ng a 
first code to a first subscnber station, assigmiig a first ^ub-code denvef! :be r.-st code to 
support a dedicated channel to the first subscriber station (e.g.. see FIG. 5, |0037K "The 

ie for the snijsmber $mm !a ttels example Is designated (Wsm)i^ 
s { )i means a first one on the 64 ftil rate Walsh codes'*, also see 706-718 
of FIG. 1 and/or 806-818 of Fi€. 8), a'^ii^nn^ a ^tcoiJ ccCc to ^tppon a dedicated channel 
to a secono sabscziber station (e.g., see FIG. S, |003;|, also see 706-71 S of FIG. 7 and/or 

of FIG, $) and assigning a second sub-code derived firom the first code to support a 
s>upplemental channel to the second subscriber station {e.g*, see FIG. 5, f0O35j^ "Oitce the 

c^^Je --?*.s5n5r«ei5ts have bem made to those s^jbscrlb^r statlojis m soft t- 
leftover Haish code space m&y be oppftrtunisticaSly assigaed t© the r 

sisp^le^rse Jtal ^Vnvard Ihik traffic channels also see 786-718 of FIG. 7 sed-'or SS6~818 
of f IG. 8), v^iierem the first aiid second siib-co^le? aic lestrctcd to lovwi dK*a-rate 
tj-ansmissions as compared to the first code (e.g., see ¥IG. 5, whereby lower-brasches of the 

md 100421, "The Im^ rate Waish codes may be used by the subscriber stations in the 
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2 111 |m)17| thai shows differeist sub-codes ©f Walsh codes that eats support different 
data rates.). 

Independent claim 7 is directed to a metliod of communications, mckiding sepsratitig 
(e.g., see 702 of WiG. 7 aud/or 802 of FIG. 8) a plurality of subscriber stations into tlrst and 
second ^ouo^, adccattng a diifeient first code iTor> a pLra.i^ .^f Qrt'M>n.d asc'co V each of 
tlic subscnber stations, m the first group (e.g., see 706 of FIG, 7 mdjoi 806 of FIG. 8), 
assignitig each of the subscriber stations in the first group either its allocated fsrst cods or a 
first sub-code derived from its allocated first code (e.g.» see 7©6 of FIG. 7 asd/or 806 of 
FIC;. 8), to support a dedicated channel and assigning a second sub-code derived from one of 
the fmt codes to support a comnunucations channel to --e ot^ t^c nsci .he- -^fa* or^ .r the 
second group fe.g„ see 768^ 710 aisd/or 712 of FIG. 7 asd/or 80S, BW asd/or §12 ol l^ia 
8), wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transtnissions as 
compared to tiieir respective first code (e,g., see FIG. 5, Table 2 of |S037], j[0IM2|). 

Independent ckr r 1 J 'f. ducctcd to a method of communicaaoni, \-iclndmg receiving 
information from a oase station (e.g., lOSa/b/c of FIG, I or FIG. 6) including a tlrst code 
(e.g., see 702 of WIG. 7 aad/or 802 of FIG. 8), searching through the code to locate a 
sub-code (e.g., s«« "The full rate Waish code idestiHed from the exte»siois 

iRdlessor ma> be sessrched by the demodulator to find the appropnats codes"), 
despreadmg a supplemental channel fi-om the base station witli the su&-code, despreading a 
dedicated channel from the base station with a second code and combining communications 
on the dedicated and supplemental channels (e.g., e.g., [00781, **For each of these Walsh 
codes, the do-spread baseband signal may be provided to the decoder 622. If the CRC 
check f«?\«.tton 3^ for fee baseband si^n-^L thh thii s sapDkms.fit*5! fon^ard 

link traffk chmmel has been detected. This process contmm^^ si! iht \\M <:odes 
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are smrchM, Ttm fmlm&portmm fmm t&ch of tbe dedlcstec! s?sd suppIesBeuta! 
forward imk trafllc eliaassteis may tlieu he eombmed md pmvMed to the vocoder 624"), 
wh^m tile sub-code is restricted to lower data-rate trsnsmissioas as mmpmM to the first 
code (e.g., see ilG. 5, TaMe 2 of [#37], |0042|). 

Mdependent claim 19 is directed to a communications station (e.g., 108s.%/£ of FIG. 1 
or Fia 6), includix^g a pxjcessor (p.g„ #86 of FIG. ^ configured to allocate a fet code to a 
fii^t subscriber station <^,g., see WIQ. S, |0037j, alse see ?06-7l8 ©f MG. 7 asd/pr 806-818 
of IIG. S), assign a first s^-eode derived |x}m fe to stipport a dedicated etoisl 

to: the &st stifescriber station {e,g., s«e MO. 5, [00371, also see 706.718 of Fia 7 mmr 
806-818 of FIG, 8), assign a second code to support a dedicated channel to a second 
subscriber station (e.g., see FIG. S, |0O3S|, aise see 706-718 of FIG. 7 aad/or 806-818 of 
FIG, S), Md assign a second sub-code derived ferij the fe^t code to suppistt a sypplsmeittal 
ehaimel to the second subscriber station (e,g., see Fia 5, mm. also see 706-718 of MG. 7 
ssd/'or S06-818 of FIG. 8), wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower 
data-rate trammissioa as compared to the Srst code (e-g,, see FIG. 5, Tatsle 2 ol [0037|, 
110421). 

fodependeat claim 25 is directed to a communicattons station (e.g,, l©8a/b/c of F!G- 1 
01 y C. 6) i u iid>' g 1 oiocessor <e.g„ 606 of FIC. 6) corsfigurv-d to <;cpa'-a^e (e.g., see 702 of 
FIG. 1 Mid 'm W2 of FIG V a pUnalHv of ^nhsci ibe'- btatio i i^o fii . nCvO §roiios, 
ahocdte a ditfc'-u^* firs: v-ode froir. a plmalitY ot orthogonal coaet. to ea<.>i ^^f ^1 e suD-iCnbe- 
statioas m the first group (e.g., see 706 of FIG- 7 aisd/or 806 of FIG. 8), assign each of the 
subscriber ^tatio-^s m the f^rst group either its allocated first cede or a first sub-code derived 

■^^ o-^iizd'' . code &e€ "^06 " -SCfVi^uS ic^l.>.^^ . 

la,.a?c.Kh ana assign a second sub code dei'^ed iJomoacotLv h'-, ^^w^ .o sjppor. 
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J c-"-mmunic.;:so5i5i chant'^cl to one of Ihe s-f'^sc-ihcr -^'otion^ in tre ;>eo-ind group (e.g., st^e T08, 
IW and Of 712 of Fir, 7 s«d/or SOS, 810 aisd/or |5!2 of FiG. 8). wherein the ^ir^t and 
second sub-codes are restricced to lower data-rate transmissions as compared to thdr 
nespective first code {e.g., see FIG. Table 2 of [0037], 1004211 

h-'depcndent dfum 3" -.s diiectt;u to r. co-x\in\:mcmons. st'dtion (e<g.. t08v5/Wc of FIG. 1 
or FIG. 6), including vacms (e.g., 696 of FIG. 6)foi allocating a first code to a fii-st 
subscriber station, mosns (e.g., 606 ef FIG. 6) for assigiung a first sub-code derived from the 
first code to support a dedicated channei to the first subscriber station (e.g.. see FIG. 
|0037|, also see 7M-718 of FIG, 7 aad/or 806-S18 of FIG. §) means (e.g., 686 of FIG. 6) 
ibr assigning a second cade to support a dedicated cbj^nncl to . :cord -ni^^scnbcr station (e.g., 
S£s FIG. 5, |003?|, also see 706-718 of FIG. 7 aad/or mb-Un of FIG. B) aiid means (e.g., 
606 of FIG. 6) for assigning a second sub*code derived from the tirst c©de to support a 
supplemental channd to tbe second subscriber station (e.g., see FiG. S, |0037|s also see 766- 
718 of FIG. 7 and/or 806-BIS of FIG. 8), wherein tbe nrst and second sub-codes ai'e 
restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as compared to the first code (e.g., see FIG. 5, 

Independent claim 3 8 is (feected to a eommuuicatioas station (e.g., lS8st/l>/c of FiG. 1 
or Fir. fa), mcludsDg means (e.g., 606 of FIG. 6) for separating {e.g., see 702 of FIG. 7 
aed'or S02 FIG. 8) a p'ura!itv of subscriber stations mto first and second grocps, nuaiK 
(e.g.. 606 of FIG. 6) for allocating (e.g., see 706 of nC 7 and/or 806 of FIG. 8) a J'ffe:cpt 
first code from a plurality of orthogonal codes to each of the snbscriber stations in the finst 
group, means (e.g., 6116 of FIG. 6) for assigning (e.g., see 706 of FiG. 7 and/or 806 of FIG, 
8) ecsc!^ of the sut^scnbtr stations in the fust group citber its allocated first code or a first sub- 
code derived irom its allocated first code, to support a dedieated channel and means (e.g.^ 606 
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of FIG, 6) for as*? i^xi-ns. =;e^05Ki sub-c<^r'e donsc^? -'^^-ni: ore ->f tbc f-ie-i ^odf- lo ^slu^poiI r. 
communication;, channel to one of the btsbsscnbcr stations m the second group (eg., see '^OS, 
710 aad/or 7J2 of FIG. 7 asd/or 808, 810 aad/or 812 of FIG. 8), v^hereiu the first and 
second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmlssiotis as compared to their 
respecuvi. Ci^t todc (-.^ , se«. FIG. 5, Table 2 ef {0037], [©942|) 

Independent claim 39 is directed to a computer-readable inednrTi (e,g„ s?c |0080|. 
*'RAM memory, Sash memory, ROM memory, EPROM memory, EEFEOi^l memor}% 
registers hard disk, a removable disk, a CMOlVi or any ©tfeer form of storage 
meds«m ksiown in the art") indudtiig program code stored tiiereon, wMch, wben executed 
by a machine (e.g., lOSa-'b/c of Fl€. 1 or FIG. 6), cj.use tlv i^acbine to perform actions, the 
program code inclisditig program code to allocate a iksl code to a first s-ub^criber station (e.g., 
see FIG. S, |O03?f, also see 706-718 of FIG. 7 and/or 8®6-SIS of JIG, S), program code to 
assigEiirst siib-code derived &om the first code to support a dedicated ehasiosl to the first 
subscriber station (c4U ^i'v I'lf^. ^ HmiK als.-^ %«e 706-718 of FIG. 7 a?^d/or §06-818 of 
FIG. 8), program code to assign a second code to support a dedicated channel to a second 
subscriber station and program code to assign a secotid sub-code derived fironj the first code to 
support a supplemental chamiel to the second subscriber station (e.g., see FIG. S, ^0037|. also 
sec 706-?18 «f FIG, 7 and-or 806-818 of FIG. S), wherein tb.- first anJ secorsd sub-code& are 
re^Tiicted to lover d^ua-rate transmission as compared to tlie first code (e.g., see FIG. 5, 
TaMe 2 of |e037|, \m42]}. 

Independent claim 40 is directed to a computer-readable medium (e.g., see |OO80]) 
jGciadrng program code stored thereon, -w-lisch, when executed by a machine (e.g,, i08a/b% of 
FIG. 1 or l-'IG, . r . \; -^e** j- . , : s -r-v, .;n t'odt- 'if^'m^^ng 

program code lo ^^epdi^ie i4;.g., ses; 702 of FIC'. 7 and/or S02 Qk FIG, 8) a plurality oi 
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subscnber stations mto firgt and second gi-oups, prograni de lO di>c<ite (£.^» sec Ti|6 of 
FIG. 7 asid/or dO^ at ^IG, 8) a different fmt code fium piun-Jsry o^^'ortliogonal c-^f^e» to caj:j 
of the subscnber stations in the first group, program code co assign <e.g.j see 706 of FIG. ? 
aad/or 806 of FIG. 8) each of the subscriber stations in the first group either its allocated first 
code or a first sub-code derived &om its allocated fnst codt;. to suppf^rs a dedKc^ed channel 
and program code to assign a second sub-code derived from one of tl^e n-^sr cotteN suppo:! a 
communications cbannel to one of the subscriber stadons in the second group <e.g., see ?98, 
710 aKd/or 712 of MG. 7 and/or S&S, 8I« and/or §12 of FIG. 8), wherein the first and 
second subrrcodes are restncted to lower data^:ate transmissions as compsrisd to tlieir 
respective Srst code (e.g., see TIC, 5. T:^^i^ ^ W ^"7' '00 

Independent c^aitn 4i is, directed to fa co.apaivi-jvaJdj e niedi am (e.g., see (OO80|) 
mduding program code stored thereoa, which, whm executed by a machine (e.g., 104 ef 
FIG. 1 or FIG. 6), cause the macbme to perform actions, the program code includmg 
ft ^ . 'i - ! t:co!v n ;>rn.inon (e.«. u-e '^n of FIG. 7 sisd,"or 802 of FiG. 8) fi-om a 
ba^e station (e.g., les^/b/e at FiG. I or FIG. 6) comprising a first code, program sode to 
search (e.g., see |007§|) through tiie first code to locate a sub-code, program code to despicad 
(e.g., see |O078|) a supplemental channel from the base station with the sub-code program 
cede to despicad (e.g., see |06?8|) a dedicated channel firom the base station with a second 
coJt and pro^r.aff. code lo combine (e.g., see |0fl"?81> ccnmiinxations on the dedicated and 
supplementdl i,h.mneK. vs'herem the sub-code xestnctcd to lower data-sate transmissions as 
coffipai^d to the first code (e.g.* see FIG. 5, Table 2 ©f |0037|, |0D42j). 



In the Sepiember i, 2009 Final Rejection, the Otlice finaiiy rejected: 
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I ; ; > if^s :-6, U-?4, ^9 - d 41-42 m^der 35 IJ.S.C ^ !03(a) as being allegedly 
is.jg ^np-.ir n;, o>or ^ Pubhcatiou No 2006 0120322 ("^.mdskog") 

Hi Clains 25, 3i< and 4o ^ 03(a) as bcn^ > logcdly bemg 

unpatentable ove'- Lmdskog ir C4 iJ S Patent No (?.90i J}i^Z C'Scherzer''). 

(3) Claims 8-31 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being allegedly bemg unpatentable over 
Lindskog ui ¥iew of Scherzer in view of Joshi. 



Atmmmt 

4. Regarding the rejeetioa <l) of mdepeadent claims 1, 14, 19 asd 37, 39 ajid 41, 
aad/or the claims dependent tliereoit, ujsder U.S.C. §103(a) over Liadskog la 
view of Joshl. 

Be'o^^ teiettnKc - ;r>adc v, ith respect to K'-'" colK^s of diffco'it rates cv en 
though thi tein "Walsh'' does not appear m tlie mdependent clauTis The reason for this is 
diat the Examiner reads the claimed codes and sab-codes npoa Walsh codes in the applied art. 
Aceordingly, references to Walsh codes are intended to describe the cmfent Examiiser's 
mtei^retation of the applied art, and not necessarily to a claim constmction necessitated by the 
independent claims. 

Referring to FIG. 2 of Lindskog, Lmdskog illustrates a Walsh code tree where a tuli- 
rate Walsh code CI i(fiai-rate or l/i = I) has sub-codes C21 and C22 (half-rate or /s), which 
m turn have sub-codes C41 - C44 (quarter-rate or and so on (e.g., see [0025]-[0027] and 
FIG, 2 of Lmdskey' Pt -ncbjs rlit WaM^ code t: c -\ c s.*t5%* e\el co^ ■^spor J to 
orthogonal Watsr. codes oi sub-coaes ui Luidi-kog Lmdbkog attcrssprs to be efficient ir tcrmi. 
of v^bich codes or sub-codes are allocated to subscriber stations, but Lindskog does not appear 
to disclose or suggest allocating different codes and/or sub-codes to the same subscnbei 
station. 

Accordingly, the Apoellants agsee mth the Examiner m thai 'Lmdskog does not leaca 
assigning a second sub-code derival from the ilrst code to support a supplemental channel to 
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the secfnv'' ^ ■> c o^nd tin h\ ^i ^ n'he^ gene^b-^f. ^ t us s!-^ v s ^> 

adnutlJig Xhc. Lmasm>i QCi&s iH>t t&acn ■is^sg1lmg a second clwiie. to a i> t r j^i „ \ Lt 
(e g , see Page 4 of the 7/23/2009 Fmal Office Action). However, the Exa-nmei c:tes to Joshi 
for a legedly curing thiu panicular dcSaercy of Lindbkog 

Ih s A.ppe.* .oi - c to a d^spu^c cgard.ng the rapiscit teacbngs ot To^]' o i ih^ 
A^j-psVznx^ submit suppon th;. po&itmn in^t tiie ai,screa combmatjor or I irds^og and joshi 
COB d not functioti as claimed As wiU be des.cnbed below m more detail, the Appeliaiits 
believe Joshi's teachings of FOCI Is and SCCH& earned o^ er to Lmdskog's teachings related 
to \^ xht toac <s[Iocat.crs based or a W'aKb coJe tree would nean that a \\ als^ code 
lilocatea :o a subscriber tstion for sjppon isj su^ nier z) q-^Cq ^ -ja^-^eKs) (^CCF^s"* *h<^t 
tail caiTj d£.*a at a data "ate at a fuIi-«-atc \^culd be assxgned a fulMate ^^ aMi o.v^e Ihc 
implications of this position to the ciaitn langiiage are disciissed iii more detail below. 

^ ' joshi s Supnleraeria Code Chartr e! ^ ^ ^"U^) ca n transTiU at a rate tq i ul tc th o 
h'..ghgs:-iatc tbc Fu^d;>ricnta^ Lc <^o : CCUi ^hch t hic ^CCIK do 
not anpear lo be ^reslncted to lo\\ei data-rate rransm^ssions as compared iq the 
fo^^ code'^ wb^re the -'fkst code'- is read upon a fbil-rate Walsh Code^om a 
Waisb Code tree is Liadsk(?g ^ 

Regardiag Joshi, the Examiner cites to pamgxaphs [O03O]-[OO31], which describes to 

an 1S~95B revers.o %r\ '^'"z \\ -ic^-' ' 40 c.^n be x^-'-inx'd to - 1100/ ^'i^tion, with the IS- 

95B traffic chaai-'Ci 140 ^rcbadiug both a fa, damenlal code chunnt;! (i t Cti), and potentially 

including tip to seven supplemental code channels (SCCHs) So ... $6 (e.g., see Page 4 of the 

7 23/2009 Final Office Actfon). Thus, the Examiner s position is that die FCCH and SCCH 

-^voj XA t i^K S(.p3i^v VvaS'^ - CH^e^L, N .li tiat 'o.-^hi cui^b LinJysx t-. h:c \ -^^ow 

nii^lriple ^VaUh >-oJe$ ajsij^aec: to the same SBbajsribo: statio^ ^ M JosM, the FCCH and 

^iCrHs an- c.i&raoieiized <i& follows: 
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The FCCH is a variable rate chsrsriel i:ar>aHIe of operating ni dr^:- {ransm-Mii^-n rarci 
mosudu-sL' a fuU rate., a balf rate. > ji,. ;io - and ail ciglith ratj i )n the oiher li^kssd, 
the SCCH operates onl> at a faii rate when data is to be transmiUed, and at a zero ralt 
when im data is available, 

(e,g.. see fOOOSJ ofJoski) 

Tbe FCCH is a variable rate chaiinei capsbie ^.)f Dperat.ng data frarae rate^^ ^also 
referred to herein as "raifc?"} mciudirg \v FCCH fall r:.te. -a half rate, a quartci r-ate. 
and an eighth rate. 'Hie FCCH tan carA d?.'a 136 from data ooarce 1J4 and Si>:naiini, 
mfonnatior. Each of the assigned SCi.1 Ls S,-S^ can operate at only .5ri SC*"/!! full rate 
when data is to be transmitted and ai a zero rate during DTX periods ^-vhen no data is 
available to be transmitted. 

(e.g.. see [0031] ofJoshi} 
11ms, the FCGH cairies a variable rate that can be anywhere between a Migrate mid a 
zero-rate, whereas the SCCi-^ can only carry the fUll-rate or the zero-rate. This aspect is 
illustrated in FIGS, lA and 5 of Joshi. For example, Joshi staces that if the FCCH includes 
•Vates of ^^^600 bps (the RSI FCCH &ii rate), 4S0O bps, 2400 bps, or 1200 bps", then the 
SCCH can include "rates of 9600 bps (the RSI SCCB fall rate) or zero bps" (e,g., see [0033]- 
[0034] of Joshi). In another example, Joshi states that if the FCCH indades " rates of 14,000 
bp ^ "200 hps, 3600 bps, and I SOO bps", then the SCCH can include "SCCH rates of 14,000 
bps or zero bps" (e.g., ,see [0036]-[0037] of Joshi). 

Independent claim 1, for example, does not merely recite assigning more thaa otue 
cotie and/or snb-eode to a subscriber station for ehamiel snppost, but also ■'whemn the first 
and second sub-codes are restricted to losver daia-rst." tran^mifsions as compared to i'ht first 
code'\ and independent claims 1, 14, 19, 25, 32 and 37-41 lecite similar limitations. By Ciiing 
to paragraphs [003O]-[003i], with respect to the claimed •^second subscriber station" of claim 
1, it is the Appellants' ander,standing that the Examiner is attempting to read the claimed 
"dedicated chained"' and sts associated code upon the FCCH and tlie claimed "supplemental 
channel" and its associated sub-code npon the SCCH(s). 
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Tuning hack *o I tr.cKLoy, ?ab-code s ob the Walsh Code :;ce o lTj 2 -xic no: uirgKe 
of traisniittsne a: a fall-rale . Rather, sub-codes C2i and C22 have a liiglics:-f.5te of i 2, C 41 
- C44 have a highest-rate of 1/4 and C81-CS8 have s highest-rate of US. The only Walsh 
code capable of a fUll-rate in the Walsh code tree of Liadskog at FIG. 2 is CI 1 . However. 
CI 1 2S tht iril-r:;:e Walsb CiKx. and the allocation otXI 1 prccmrts thf a^k'cat.ju of any sub- 
codes because the sub-codes overlap (i.e., are not orthogonal) to the ai^ccstor-code or parent- 
code CM. 

Because Cli is die only Walsh code in FIG. 2 of Wialsh capable of tratismittiag at a 
fall-rate, Cll \^ ouc have to be assigned to the SCCH to peniilt the SCCH to traiismit at the 
fiiii-rate n tl^e alleged co?nbr.at;or of I mcsV^r ard ioshi In other words. A,pp8llaQls> :iubnis: 
that, in Josii, occaiise the SCCH carries daU at euber fiUl-rato (e.g., 14,000 bps) or 2ero-r.»ie, 
each SCCH would be assigned a fiill-rate Walsh code to support its full-rate transmissions, 
evea when the SCCH is not acl^ially castyjng data at the ftiU-rate. 

Houever, the fcx-j'^i nc! spDcars to -c<iJ. rhc "^\r<it code" >*t!elf on CI I froiii FIG 1 of 
Lindskog. Under ihj6 interpretation, it is not possible for the limitation of "wherem ihe llist 
and second sub-codes ai-e restricted to lower da^-rate transmissions as compared to the first 
code" as recited in independent daitn I and similarlymjitedin independeBt claims?, 14, 19- 
25- 32 and 37-41 to be satssfscd bv the combmatx«n of Lmdskog .n mcw o^' U)^:5i 

As such, claims 2-6, 15-18, 20-24 aiid 42, dependent upon independent clauns 1 , 
19 and 41- respectively- are likewise allowable over Lindskog m view of io.shi at least for the 
reasons given above with respect to the indeijendent claltns. 



2. Assigriinga fell^ale Walsh code i^^^ 1) to the SCCH in fosM wgiMpj^Me aay 



sub-codes of C 11 M ^g ^stg^ 
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could be allocated oi ?SMg5Kd to any ot^i&x bubsaiber stations i hus, .io suD ooJe^ sic^-vud 
irons CI I would be available for a&signmem if CU were assigned to a particular channel (i.e., 
SCCH). i\s discussed above, for tlse SCCH to transmit at a fBll-rate m Joshi, the SCCH 
\%o\ild leqaue a foil-rate Vt'alsh code, which m Lmfi-^kog cc^c^ot'uci Cl Ho^\cVs;., <bc 
ciamis require a sub-code of the same code to be aisS5g5)ed lo d Uerem cnaimeis for diffcrv^t 
subscriber stations, asid one of the sub-codes is catrent'v be^ug read on ths SCCH in Joshi, 
However, if CI 1 were^ssgned to SGCH, Gl 1 is not a subcode and bo sub-code of Oil 
would be assigned to my other subscriber station as claimed. 

■^bts, thecotnhmatioriof Lindbko<^^ tn>' "os'r v'^'ouM not be capable of achieving 
"assigumg a ^.ftet sub-codu denved froro :\ c 1^::^. io support a dedicated channel to the 
first subscriber station" and '"assigning s second sub-code derived &om iie first code to 
suppoit a supplemental chaimel to the second subscriber statjou" (Emphasis added) as recited 
,^ 'Pc<q o'^o ' J ■) ir( N^niJ a^iy «-ec:ted :n Mdrp.ndont c^rnis 7, "!-^ ''J. ?' i-^ - ^ ^ 
4^, aecAuse (i) tl^e L\a.niner leads the clauned ^'second sub-codo"^^^t 
SCCH m Joshi. (ii) a fiill-rate Walsh code appears to be assigned to the SCCH in ioshi 
bec.au,^e..the, gCCHi$ gapabi.e Qf traasmimi ^g ^ fi^ll- t^te.^nd ( pi) a , fu!l-?iate %^alsh code 
.^leo mk- ^Ii.„ .i-s m nent o" .j: \ i.Mfi-coc'cs i-" '^.vdsk - y::, snc \ L\n dedKvdcd chiTni^i to tjo first 
s Jjs^nbei bt^.t!on ^ivorJd iiot be capable of beiag assi^ec the first t>ub'Code as claimed . 

A.S such, claims 2-6, 15-18, 20-24 and 42, dependent upon independent claims 1, 1*^ 
19 and 4-1, respectively, are likewise allowable over Lmdskog in view of Joshi at least for the 
leasons given abo\e \vitli respect to the independent claims. 
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3- As^:;-::mi v. a fuil-ratt: W dish code ( C ll) to the SCCH in Josht vvould prc>;[udc any 
suh-ruiie.- oiC 1 1 \o be assigned to any other subscTiber statlQ-n. 

iDdepexideni ciaim 14 reoitts 'V^omHjiiiig communications on the dedicated a^d 
supplemental chan.neis'\ wdi ^irnilaj- Umifstions present in independent claim 4 L noted 
above, the Examiner reads the "dedicated and supplemental cbanneb" upon the FCCH and 
SCCH in ioslii. However, it is undesr where joshi teaches combining commimications on 
the-^e different channels. It is entirely passible that data could be transmitted separately on the 
FCCH and SCCi-i without being combined. 

The above-noted eiaim limiMion reads at least upon "[ijf the subscriber station 104 is 
engaged in soft baadoSj then it may combine commtmieations from the various base stations 
during the decoding pn)o--s^ i-5 sncrea'^e processing gain" and "[*]he paslOiUl portions from 
escb of the dedicated and supplemental ibr\^ard Unk trafrlc chr^nnels may ther. be combined 
and provided to the vocoder 624" {e.g„ see [0076] arid [0073 j of the application on appeal). 
No snch teaching appears to he present in LiBdskog and/or Joshi. 

Appellants further note tliat the ''combining'* limitation has tiot been addressed by the 
Exatnmer in the 7/23/2009 Final Office Action (e.g., ,^-7 of tlie 7 23/200^? Final OtTice 
Action, which appear to dtsciiss claims 14 and 41 buc do not appear to refer to the 
"comhitiing*' llniitatioB). 

Aecdrdfngly, iPdependeiit claims M and 4! are ailovirable for at least this additipnal 

reason. 

4. Remarks relaled to the Examiner's response to the above^-soted arpimeats . 
In the Advisory Action of I l/2§/20a9, the Examiner states: 
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'^^e «pp . v ^bcused on the ohanneSb bv^'ng oi a certaui capalulttv of -ates I he 
s ifpj. V lA ..idineK arc vanabk rate chaiMcIs vvhich include mulaple lateb aside 

irom a mil rate. 

(t ¥cc Page 2of 1 1/2 V ^'}99 Adx i<;on Achon, 

Each of the a<^s.gned '^C^^Hs So ca'^ operate at only an bCi. >rts, s.. i c^atd 
to be transmitted and at a zero rate dumtg D1 X p^nods when '^o -^ i\ ^ ^ 'c be 
transmitted. 

(&.g., see ivuSL' oj JosHn 

The SCCH cannot operate at "multiple rates aside &am a fbll rate", bat onl> the zero- 
rate (i.e., BO trassmissiOB). 

The Lxaiprier u^ber Votes that 'i* v^ould be ob\ious tj one cidmary skill m the art 
that a varab.e rate c.-sar sel I'o oc i^pi^x ot i rate &b dtb^nha^ m ^-indfekog vitnout 
dcviatir^g or ch<.-'"gng the opcfst un tr\e cbanneis m Jobhi tbey d-e capt-Dle o( tl e ntes 
discussed as being mod by Lmdskog" (e.g., see Page 2 of the 11/25/2009 Advisors? Action. 
The Appellants respeetMly disagree withHiis statement. 

Thi -^cCh >f ?on1v . arsni'N Citi:es -^^ a I rate o. a 7cro-r'-*e Tor tl\- .eas 
a6N)guu->g baL- £.te q j irter-iate, or etghti-iate ^^hh code f-om ti>e V\ code tree 'n FIC 
2 of Lmdskog would be pomtiess stnce this Walsb code would be (i) incapable of permitting 
fell-rate iransmission and (n) not required for a zero-rate transmissson. Tbe Exammer states 
t!-dl tie ' Sub code-^ t I'le t" 'e -itiut^ai>; ot ig 2 . v. ^eJ . ^ j coded '^at '^a^ no't j»<;tabii^reJ 
''lox^ i^je sub-code^ ^n >.vino>Kog'& ^ICj 2 cou,d perroU the SCCH to tras mit at the Ml -i ate, 
when the sub-codes are clearly configured to provide Jractional irame-raies (e g , see Page 3 
o*^the 1 1 25/2009 Advisorv Action) 

.nc ts&'i.>i^ CO Ku^.^r tha' ? <;ab code -ct Ji,*ccJ a 'o^sc^ .r? t\i ilH 
toi'i 00 sod ^sof-on ^o SCC>t:^ 's thoi-eh) i st i ; i sf i e S( *■ rl v. ?! >i 
1 TH* 0.1 'li^ L [-'■^u tiiiv VtrExisJ} Cnu% A.qan, ±e Fxarntxier & istalcue. av^a> to 



App a ^ No ^ C "^2 3,638 Atto-r d-/ Doc!- et Ho 030 1 5? 

Appeal Brset: Page 17 

oontradic: jo«;hr^ sia^err.eiu that ''[elach of the assigned SCCHs So-S;. can operate ai only ^ 
SCCH fuJ rate vvht;n dau ls to be traij^mitted"' (e g . see [0031] of Joshi). 

R4=i^sirdi5J9, the rejeetios (2) of issd^pes^dv^nt cLums "7. 25, 38 aisd 40 and 41 
under I'.S.C. §l03(s) over Llndskog in view of Scher/^er vkw of JoshL 

The Examiner cites to Sclierzer to eiire an admitted deScieacy of Lisskog and ioshi to 

disclose buifding groups of subscriber stations for resource-allocation. The cited section of 

Scherzer at Col. hnej: 3?-3^ du^enbL'^s sqiarat-,ng subscribor stations mio M groups and only 

transmitting to one of liie M groups at a given tmie to reduce dow.btik interference. 

Hewei-ver, Scherzer, like Lindskog aiid Joshi also fails to disclose or suggest **U'hereiti tlie 

first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower dal^-rate transmissiom as compared to their 

respective first code'" as recited in independent dausi 7 and simikrly recited in indepetident 

claims 25, 3S and 40. 

Scherzer also provides no rationale for how aiull-rate Walsh code could b© assigned 
the Joshi*s SCCli wbiIe a sub-code of tbe fuU-rate Walsb code wotild slil! be available for 
asrsigiiment to another subscribe: station as m the alleged conibinat\ n of Lmcskog and Joshi, 
whi.b means the combmation of Liiiusisug, Scherzer and Josh, alsu cannot dssvicde or sug£,es: 
"'ass'igniug each of the ?ubscnber stations m the first gsmip eith<;,r $ts allocated first code or a 
first sub-code derived from its allocated first code" and then "assigning a second sub-code 
derived from one of the first codes to support a communications obannel to one of the 
pub'^vubcr .^tatser^ t-i tnt second g^oup" as recited in independent claim 7 and similarly 
lec te^^ ir jndepcudeat ciainLs 25, 38 and 40. 

Appellants respect&Uy request that the Board of Appeals withdraw this art grounds of 
rejection. 
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C. Regarding the rejj-cLkn? (5} of inde^ife-iident clmm 14. 19 s^^d 25, ti^d/or 
the claims depraderjC ilserewn, under L'.SX'. §I03ia) ov«;r Lindskog in view of 
Sclserxer in view of JoshL 

l-nclepgndenit claims 1. 7, 14, 19 and 25 are allowable over the combmation of 
Lindskog, Sdierzer and JosM. 

For rea^ions discussed in the preceding sections, indepeTidern cbims L 14. 19, 25 
are each allox^-able over the combination of Lindskog and Joshi, and'or Liudskog and 
Sclierzer. For the same reasons, the Larger combinstion of Lindskog, Joshi and Scherzer has 
tlic same deficiencies as nolsd above with respect to the combinations of Lindskog with Joshi 
Of Scherzer indn'xhiaily. 

As such, claisih 2-7, 8-n, 15-1B, 20-24 and 26-31^ depsndsKt upos independetst 
claims K 7 14, i9 md 25, rcspcctsvely, are likewise allowable ovef Liadskog in vim of 
Scheizer in farther view of Joshi at least for the reasons gjven above with respect to the 
independent claims. 

Appellants respectfully request that the Board of App&sls wifedraw this art grounds of 
rejecUon. 

2. Additional reasosi? for depetidiBg claim 29 being allowable over the combination 
of lindskog. Scherzer and Joshi. 

Claim 29 recites "Vherein the processor is further conSgured to receive information 

indicating whether each of the subscriber stations are in soft hajsdoff, and separate the 

sub?crib^r statso-.-. h> pl'icmg rhe siih^oriber stations in sott ]r^n<i^">f^ m llm fn^,i group and the 

■subscriber sUt50J^.s T-ai arc not m soil handoirm the second group" Wtth rs-^pect io ^hv "tlr-t 

groiip", independent claim 25 recites that each subscriber station in the first group is allocated 

"a different first code from a phirality of orthogonal codes to each of the subscriber stations in 
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Lht' fTit gr>>.ip a^ciffr, ..njch oi the ^ub^onbor ^-tatior'; in the fir--;t group eiiher its alUx-aie<i fir^? 

code or a tlrst M.b-codv dcnved trora us aUocated first code, to suppoit a dedicated cbsi^DeF', 

and then any remaining or im-allocated sub-codes from the first codes to the ''second group", 

Ii^ other words, subscriber siatioi^ in soft handolT arc first allocated code-space, witii my 

leftover or rana:n;Dg code-.space ( e g ilj'i -"s h::ni; :t!:o..\4ed t-^ :urosi.nbe^ staUop-^ 

ibat are not in sotVhand<^rC For exaniple. Paragraph ^0035] of die Specitlcat.on states "[oinco 

the Walsh code assigmnents have bsea made to tiiose subscriber stations in soft handoff, the 

lettO¥er Walsh code space may be opportunisticaiiy assigned to the remainiag subscriber 

stations'". The l^xatritner's comments related lo claim do not appear to appreciate that the 

har^dofT-status of the subscriber stations is affects their respective code allocations in the 

manner described above. The Examiner simply states that 

it IS obvioiss to one of ordinary skill in the art that ^n s comnvjrsication system any 
time tliere can be a mobile station in &oft hand off and one ia not soil handoff. There 
can also be none m soft hmidoft The allocation of a code to a mtobile in soft-handolF 
would only constitute holding the resource in the first cell for additional time. (Para 65) 



The above-excerpt simply represents weil-known information related to soft-handoffs in 
a wireless system, but does not actmlly address the claim language that indicates tiiat the 
code-allocations to subscriber stations is based on their handoff" status, specifically such that 
mobiles in soft handoff ai-e allocated either a full-mte cede or ^isb-code. wh-lc 'w^-vc^ not in 
soft hand-off are allocated sub-codes corresponding to un-used portions frons rhe code 
aliocatioas to the sol-handoff mobiles. 

In tlie 1 1 25 2009 Advisory Action, the Examiner stated that a base station would 
allocate a new ch.sm-ici to 3 mobile hen the mobile entrrs sofl handoff However. t.^K^ 
j.t^tcment, c\ en .f trae does not explain why the conunuincations station ot (.Isthj ^Atadd 
group :lie jab'^orjheT station.s based on thesr soft handoff status, or why the n obile .>tat5oT!s 
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that are not in soft-haiidolf in the second grdup would fee allocated a code-pCfrtion from a code 
that is partially assigned to a mobils in soft-handoff, 

Vlll. CLAIMS 

A copy of the claims iavolved in the present appeal is attsehed hereto as Appefidix A. 

NoevidencepurSiiantto§§ 1.130, 1J31, oi^ 1 J3:2orentsredby otreli^^ 
dffice is beiiig submitted. 



X. MELATIPFEOCEEMHGS 

No related proceediiigs referenced in S^tion ll,: above. 
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Xi. CONCLUSION 

Appellants respectftiily sufamil feat claiims 1-31 and 37-42 are patentable over the spplM 
art and that all of the rejectioiis and obiections of record should be reversed. 



If nccessai->j the Cui-iin' s^sone-^ is hcrebv a-Jihonzed m this, concuTent, and tut^ue -^eplxs 
to charge payniejit or credit ary ovcrpaymcni to Deposit Account No. 17-0026 for any additional 
fees required imde'- 37 C.F.R. § 1 , 1 6 or 1 . 1 7, pamculariy extension of time fees. 
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Attn. Paient Department 

5775 Morehouse Drive 

San D5ego> California 921214714 

Telephone: (858) 658-5787 

Facsixnile; ^858) 658-2502 
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1 . (Previously Presented) A method of communications, comprising: 
allocating a first code to a first subscriber station; 

assigning a first sub-code derived from the first code to support a dedicated channel to 
the first subscriber station; 

assigning a second code to support a dedicated channel to a second subscriber station; 

and 

assigning a second sub-code derived from the first code to support a supplemental 
channel to the second subscriber station, 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate fransmissions as 
compared to the first code. 

2. (Original) The method of claim 1 further comprising assigning a third sub-code 
derived from the first code to support a second supplemental channel to the second subscriber 
station. 

3. (Original) The method of claim 1 wherein the first subscriber station is in soft handoff 
and the second subscriber station is not in soft handoff 

4. (Original) The method of claim 1 fiirther comprising separating communications to the 
second subscriber station into first and second portions, spreading the first portion of the 
communications with the second code, and spreading the second portion of the communications 
with the second sub-code. 

5. (Original) The method of claim 1 wherein the first sub-code comprises a plurality of 
concatenated copies of the first code. 

6. (Original) The method of claim 1 fiirther comprising signaling to the second subscriber 
station the first code. 

7. (Previously Presented) A method of communications, comprising: 
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separating a plurality of subscriber stations into first and second groups; 

allocating a different first code from a plurality of orthogonal codes to each of the 
subscriber stations in the first group; 

assigning each of the subscriber stations in the first group either its allocated first code or 
a first sub-code derived from its allocated first code, to support a dedicated channel; and 

assigning a second sub-code derived from one of the first codes to support a 
communications channel to one of the subscriber stations in the second group, 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as 
compared to their respective first code. 

8. (Original) The method of claim 7 fiirther comprising assigning a second code to 
support a dedicated channel to said one of the subscriber stations in the second group, and 
wherein the communications channel comprises a supplemental channel to support overflow 
communications not supported by the dedicated channel. 

9. (Original) The method of claim 8 further comprising separating communications to 
said one of the subscriber stations in the second group into first and second portions, spreading 
the first portion of the communications with the second code, and spreading the second portion 
of the communications with the second sub-code. 

10. (Original) The method of claim 7 further comprising assigning a third sub-code from 
said one of the first codes to support a second communications channel to said one of the 
subscriber stations in the second group. 

1 1 . (Original) The method of claim 7 wherein the subscriber stations in the first group are 
in soft handoff and the subscriber stations in the second group are not in soft handoff. 

12. (Original) The method of claim 7 wherein the first sub-codes each comprises a 
plurality of concatenated copies of its respective first code. 

13. (Original) The method of claim 7 fiirther comprising signaling to said one of the 
subscriber stations in the second group said one of the first codes. 
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14. (Previously Presented) A method of communications, comprising: 

receiving information from a base station comprising a first code; 
searching through the first code to locate a sub-code; 

despreading a supplemental channel from the base station with the sub-code; 
despreading a dedicated channel from the base station with a second code; and 
combining communications on the dedicated and supplemental channels, 
wherein the sub-code is restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as compared to the 
first code. 

15. (Original) The method of claim 14 wherein the information comprises a plurality of 
codes including the first code. 

16. (Original) The method of claim 14 wherein the information identifies the first code as 
containing the sub-code. 

17. (Original) The method of claim 14 wherein the information is carried on the 
dedicated channel. 

18. (Original) The method of claim 18 wherein the information is carried on an overhead 
channel. 

19. (Previously Presented) A communications station, comprising: 

a processor configured to allocate a first code to a first subscriber station, assign a first 
sub-code derived from the first code to support a dedicated channel to the first subscriber station, 
assign a second code to support a dedicated channel to a second subscriber station, and assign a 
second sub-code derived from the first code to support a supplemental channel to the second 
subscriber station, 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmission as 
compared to the first code. 

20. (Original) The communications station of claim 19 wherein the processor is fiirther 
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configured to assign a third sub-code derived from the first code to support a second 
supplemental channel to the second subscriber station. 

21. (Original) The communications station of claim 19 wherein the processor is further 
configured to receive information indicating that the first subscriber station is in soft handoff and 
that the second subscriber station is not in soft handoff, the allocation of the first code to a first 
subscriber station being based on the first subscriber station being in soft handoff, and the 
assignment of the second code to support the dedicated channel to a second subscriber station is 
based on the second subscriber station not being in soft handoff. 

22. (Original) The communications station of claim 19 further comprising a modulator 
configured to separate communications to the second subscriber station into first and second 
portions, spread the first portion of the communications with the second code, and spread the 
second portion of the communications with the second sub-code. 

23. (Original) The communications station of claim 19 wherein the processor is further 
configured to derive the first sub-code by concatenating a plurality of copies of the first code. 

24. (Original) The communications station of claim 19 wherein the processor is further 
configured to signal to the second subscriber station the first code. 

25. (Previously Presented) A commimications station, comprising: 

a processor configured to separate a plurality of subscriber stations into first and second 
groups, allocate a different first code from a plurality of orthogonal codes to each of the 
subscriber stations in the first group, assign each of the subscriber stations in the first group 
either its allocated first code or a first sub-code derived from its allocated first code, to support a 
dedicated channel, and assign a second sub-code derived from one of the first codes to support a 
communications channel to one of the subscriber stations in the second group, 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as 
compared to their respective first code. 

26. (Original) The communications station of claim 25 wherein the processor is further 
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configured to assign a second code to support a dedicated channel to said one of the subscriber 
stations in the second group, and wherein the communications channel comprises a supplemental 
channel used by the processor to support overflow commiinications not supported by the 

dedicated channel. 

27. (Original) The communications station of claim 26 further comprising a modulator 
configured to separate communications to said one of the subscriber stations in the second group 
into first and second portions, spread the first portion of the communications with the second 
code, and spread the second portion of the communications with the second sub-code. 

28. (Original) The communications station of claim 25 further comprising assigning a 
third sub-code from said one of the first codes to support a second communications channel to 
said one of the subscriber stations in the second group. 

29. (Original) The communications station of claim 25 wherein the processor is further 
configured to receive information indicating whether each of the subscriber stations are in soft 
handoff, and separate the subscriber stations by placing the subscriber stations in soft handoff in 
the first group and the subscriber stations that are not in soft handoff in the second group. 

30. (Original) The communications station of claim 25 wherein the first sub-codes each 
comprises a plurality of concatenated copies of its respective first code. 

31. (Original) The communications station of claim 25 wherein the processor is further 
configured to signal to said one of the subscriber stations in the second group said one of the first 
codes. 

32. (Withdrawn) A subscriber station, comprising: 

a demodulator configured to receive information from a base station comprising a first 
code, search through the first code to locate a sub-code, despread a supplemental channel from 
the base station with the sub-code, despread a dedicated channel from the base station with a 
second code, and combine communications on the dedicated and supplemental channels. 
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33. (Withdrawn) The subscriber station of claim 32 wherein the information comprises a 
plurality of codes including the first code. 

34. (Withdrawn) The subscriber station of claim 32 wherein the information identifies the 
first code as containing the sub-code. 

35. (Withdrawn) The subscriber station of claim 32 wherein the information is carried on 
the dedicated channel. 

36. (Withdrawn) The subscriber station of claim 32 wherein the information is carried on 
an overhead channel. 

37. (Previously Presented) A communications station, comprising: 
means for allocating a first code to a first subscriber station; 

means for assigning a first sub-code derived from the first code to support a dedicated 
channel to the first subscriber station; 

means for assigning a second code to support a dedicated channel to a second subscriber 
station; and 

means for assigning a second sub-code derived from the first code to support a 
supplemental channel to the second subscriber station, 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate fransmissions as 
compared to the first code. 

38. (Previously Presented) A communications station, comprising: 

means for separating a plurality of subscriber stations into first and second groups; 

means for allocating a different first code from a plurality of orthogonal codes to each of 
the subscriber stations in the first group; 

means for assigning each of the subscriber stations in the first group either its allocated 
first code or a first sub-code derived from its allocated first code, to support a dedicated channel; 
and 

means for assigning a second sub-code derived from one of the first codes to support a 
communications channel to one of the subscriber stations in the second group. 
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wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as 
compared to their respective first code. 

39. (Previously Presented) A computer-readable medium including program code stored 
thereon, which, when executed by a machine, cause the machine to perform actions, the program 
code promising: 

program code to allocate a first code to a first subscriber station; 

program code to assign first sub-code derived fi-om the first code to support a dedicated 
channel to the first subscriber station; 

program code to assign a second code to support a dedicated channel to a second 
subscriber station; and 

program code to assign a second sub-code derived from the first code to support a 
supplemental channel to the second subscriber station 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmission as 
compared to the first code. 

40. (Previously Presented) A computer-readable medium including program code stored 
thereon, which, when executed by a machine, cause the machine to perform actions, the program 
code promising: 

program code to separate a plurality of subscriber stations into first and second groups; 

program code to allocate a different first code from plurality of orthogonal codes to each 
of the subscriber stations in the first group; 

program code to assign each of the subscriber stations in the first group either its 
allocated first code or a first sub-code derived from its allocated first code, to support a dedicated 
channel; and 

program code to assign a second sub-code derived from one of the first codes to support a 
communications channel to one of the subscriber stations in the second group, 

wherein the first and second sub-codes are restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as 
compared to their respective first code. 
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41 . (Previously Presented) A computer-readable medium including program code stored 
thereon, which, when executed by a machine, cause the machine to perform actions, the program 
code promising: 

program code to receive information from a base station comprising a first code; 
program code to search through the first code to locate a sub-code; 
program code to despread a supplemental channel from the base station with the sub- 
code; 

program code to despread a dedicated channel from the base station with a second code; 

and 

program code to combine communications on the dedicated and supplemental channels, 
wherein the sub-code is restricted to lower data-rate transmissions as compared to the 
first code. 

42. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 1, wherein the first code corresponds to 
a first Walsh code of a first length, the first and second sub-codes of the first code correspond to 
sub-Walsh codes of a second length, the first and second sub-codes collectively constituting the 
first code, and 

wherein the second code corresponds to a second Walsh code of the first length. 
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APPENDIX B: EVIDENCE 



(None) 
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APPENDIX C: RELATED PROCEEDINGS 

(None) 



